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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is in response to the application filed on December 30, 2003. 
Claims 1-20 are pending. 

Priority 

No claim for priority has been made in this application. 

The effective filing date for the subject matter defined in the pending claims in this 
application is December 30, 2003. 

Drawings 

The examiner contends that the drawings submitted on December 30, 2003 are 
acceptable for examination proceedings. 

Specification 

The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction of 
the following is required: the term "machine readable medium" in claim 19 is not defined 
by the applicant's specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5, 7-9, 13-15 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nassar (US 2004/0004968) ("Nassar") in view of Watanabe et al. 
(US 2003/0148777) ("Watanabe"). 

As per claim 1 Nassar teaches a method comprising: 

In response to an user's request for at least one service relating to a service 
provider's network, providing an agent for installation on the user's premises and for 
coupling to the service provider's network via a physical connection (see Fig. 1, "Router" 
115, acting as a DHCP relay "agent", see 1J0029, also the examiner notes that router 
1 15 is inherently installed on the user's premises (see 1T0009, wherein the router is 
located at the border between the local network of the subscriber [read as the user's 
premises] and an access network of the home service provider) in response to a user's 
desire for accessing a home service provider's access network, Fig. 1 , ref. 170); 

Automatically detecting at the agent an installation of a communications device 
(see Remote Machine Fig. 1 , ref. 110 and 1 1 1 and 1J0027) to a local network coupled to 
the agent (see Fig. 1 and 1J0033, wherein the remote machines 110 and 111 are in 
communication with the router 1 15 via the local network of the subscriber, thus 
inherently the router 115 (read as an agent) has automated instructions for detecting the 
presence of the remote machines 1 1 0 and 1 1 1 in order to communicate with them); 
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Automatically offering via the communications device a plurality of user 
selectable service options relating to the service provider's network (see 1J0007 and 
H0037-H0038). 

In response to a selection of at least one service option form the plurality of 
service options, providing via the agent a user connection address ('IP address' see 
U0042-U0044). 

Nassar does not expressly teach the agent detecting at least one capability of the 
communications device and wherein the user selectable service options are related to 
the at least one capability of the communications device. 

Nevertheless, in the same art of network device configuring, Watanabe teaches 
an "application awareness application" 134 that is used to detect a type of application 
{read as a capability) that is being used by a communication device. The application 
awareness application 134 is thus used to help choose an access network 136 {read as 
a service option) that is suitable for the application being used by the communication 
device 14 (see 1J0049-U0051 )■ 

One of skill in the art would have been motivated to modify the teachings of 
Nassar with the teachings of Watanabe, for including an application awareness 
application for detecting a type of application running on a communications device and 
providing a service option related to the type of application. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to provide a user with service options that match a quality of service 
requirement associated with applications running on remote machines 110 and 1 1 1 of 
Nassar's invention. 
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As per claim 2, Nassar further teaches receiving the user's request for at least 
one service relating to the service provider's network (see 1100337). 

As per claim 3, Nassar further teaches coupling the agent to the service 
provider's network (see Fig. 1 , wherein the router, read as an agent, is coupled to the 
Home Service Provider Network 170) 

As per claim 4, the combination of Nassar and Watanabe further teaches 
detecting the at least one capability of the communications device (see Watanable, 
H0049-H0051 ). 

The same motivation that was utilized for combining Nassar and Watanable in 
claim 1 applies equally well to claim 4. 

As per claim 5, Nassar further teaches registering the communication device with 
the service provider's network (see abstract). 

As per claim 7-9, Nassar further teaches wherein the physical connection 
comprises a cable modem, DSL model, and a telephone modem (see 1J0008, "cable, 
DSL, and telephone lines"). 
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As per claims 1 3-1 5, Nassar further teaches the communications device is a 
computer, telephone, and a multimedia device (see 1J0027). 

As per claim 17, Nassar further teaches wherein the user connection address is 
an e-mail address (see 1J0048). 

As per claim 1 8, Nassar further teaches wherein the user connection address is 
an IP address ('IP address' see 1f0042-1f0044). 

Claims 19-20 are rejected under the same rationale as claims 1-5, 7-9, 13-15 and 17-18 
since they recite substantially identical subject matter. Any differences between the 
claims do not result in patentably distinct claims and all of the limitations are taught by 
the above cited art. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nassar (US 
2004/0004968) ("Nassar") in view of Watanabe et al. (US 2003/0148777) 
("Watanabe"), in further view of Ristau et al. (US 6,374,307) ("Ristau"). 

As per claim 6, Nassar does not expressly teach accounting for a service 
provided to the communications device via the service provider's network. 

Nevertheless, in the same art of computer network configuring, Ristau teaches a 
system for accounting for a customer's usage of ISP services (see col. 5, lines 1-22). 
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One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to modify the 
teachings of Nassar with the teachings of Ristau for accounting for a service provided to 
the communications device via the service provider's network. The motivation for doing 
so would have been to provide a source of revenue for the home service provider in 
Nassar's invention. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nassar 
(US 2004/0004968) ("Nassar") in view of Watanabe et al. (US 2003/0148777) 
("Watanabe"), in further view of Kimball (US 6,374,307). 

As per claim 10 Nassar does not expressly teach the physical connection comprising a 
wireless modem. 

Nevertheless accessing a server provider's network via a wireless modem's was well 
known in the art at the time of the invention. See for example, Kimball (US 6,028,984) 
which discloses the use of a wireless modem for accessing a subscriber's network (see 
abstract and Fig. 1). 

One of skill in the art would have been motivated to modify the teachings of Nassar for 
using a wireless modem. The motivation for doing so would have been to take 
advantage of the benefit of having a wireless connection such as increased mobility. 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nassar 
(US 2004/0004968) ("Nassar") in view of Watanabe et al. (US 2003/0148777) 
("Watanabe"), in further view of Nonomura (US 6,028,984). 
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As per claim 1 1 Nassar does not expressly teach the physical connection comprising an 
optical fiber. 

Nevertheless accessing a server provider's network via an optical fiber was well known 
in the art at the time of the invention. See for example, Nonomura (US 6,028,984) which 
discloses an optical fiber connection (see Fig. 1 and col. 5, lines 63-67). 
One of skill in the art would have been motivated to modify the teachings of Nassar for 
using a optical fiber connection. The motivation for doing so would have been to provide 
a high speed connection to the subscriber's network. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nassar 
(US 2004/0004968) ("Nassar") in view of Watanabe et al. (US 2003/0148777) 
("Watanabe"), in further view of Clark (US 2002/0131123). 

As per claim 12 Nassar does not expressly teach the physical connection comprising a 
free-space optics connection. 

Nevertheless accessing a server provider's network via a free-space optics connection 
was well known in the art at the time of the invention. See for example, Clark (US 
2002/0131 123) which discloses a free-space optics connections (see abstract and Fig. 
1)- 

One of skill in the art would have been motivated to modify the teachings of Nassar for 
using a free-space optics connection. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
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provide a connection to a subscriber's network that avoids the need to install costly fiber 
optics lines, coaxil cables and phone lines (see Clark, 0027). 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nassar 
(US 2004/0004968) ("Nassar") in view of Watanabe et al. (US 2003/0148777) 
("Watanabe"), in further view of Andersson (US 6,938,079) ("Andersson"). 

As per claim 16, Nassar does not expressly teach wherein the user connection address 
is a telephone number. 

However, in the same art of network configuring, Anderson teaches a system for 
providing a client device with one or more telephone numbers for establishing a 
connection to one of a plurality of computers owned or managed by an ISP (see Fig. 14, 
col. 42, line 56-col. 43, line 10). 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to modify the teachings of 
Nassar with the teachings of Andersson. The motivation for doing so would have been 
to access the subscriber's network via a dial-up connection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure (see PTO 892). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brendan Y. Higa whose telephone number is (571)272- 
5823. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571)272-3949. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

BYH 

/John Follansbee/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2151 



